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MCDONALD, Judge.

The father appeals an order terminating his parental rights of his two-year
old daughter, K.C. The State terminated his rights pursuant to lowa Code
section 232.116(1)(h) (2015). The father argues the juvenile court failed to make
reasonable efforts to reunite him with the child. He also argues termination is not
in the child’s best interests. Our review is de novo. See In re A.M., 843 N.W.2d
100, 110 (lowa 2014).

We can add little to what is set forth in the juvenile court’s findings of fact,
conclusions of law, and termination order, and we adopt the findings and
conclusions as our own. In sum, the child was removed from the family because
of the father’s physical abuse of the mother and marijuana grow operation in the
house. The father was incarcerated at the time the child was adjudicated in need
of assistance. After being released from prison, the father failed to avail himself
of the numerous services offered him. The evidence showed the father
continued his physical abuse of the mother after reuniting with her following his
release from prison. The evidence also showed the father has unaddressed
mental-health needs and substance-abuse problems. There is clear and
convincing evidence supporting the statutory ground authorizing termination of
the father’s rights; there is clear and convincing evidence termination of the
father’s rights is in the best interest of the child; and there is no countervailing
consideration precluding termination. See lowa Code § 232.116(1)-(3); In re
P.L., 778 N.W.2d 33, 40 (lowa 2010) (setting forth three-part analysis); see also

In re C.M., No. 14-1140, 2015 WL 408187, at *4-5 (lowa Ct. App. Jan. 28, 2015)



(affirming termination of parental rights where the parents sought more time but
evidence established they were unlikely to resolve their substance abuse
problems); In re K.F., No. 14-0892, 2014 WL 4635463, at *4 (lowa Ct. App. Sept.
17, 2014) (“What’s past is prologue.”); In re H.L., No. 14-0708, 2014 WL
3513262, at *4 (lowa Ct. App. Jul. 16, 2014) (affirming termination of parental
rights where the father had history of substance abuse); In re C.M.M., No. 04-
0685, 2004 WL 1398447, at *2 (lowa Ct. App. June 23, 2004) (concluding that
history of domestic violence and alcohol abuse supported termination of father’s
parental rights); In re J.L., No. 02-1968, 2003 WL 21544226, at *3 (lowa Ct. App.
July 10, 2003) (concluding that relapse of parent despite offer of services
supported termination of parental rights).

We have considered each of the father's arguments, whether or not set
forth in full herein. For the afore-stated reasons, we affirm the order terminating
the father's parental rights in K.C. without further opinion. See lowa Ct. R.
21.26(1)(a)-(e).

AFFIRMED.



